In many legal and international legal instruments, corruption is defined as "abuse of power in exchange for benefit" [3, p.2] . At the same time, there are other definitions of corruption, reflecting the peculiarities of the approach of various scientific schools. The term "corruption" comes from the Latin words -"corrumpere" ("corrupt"), "corruptio" ("damage", "decay", "venality"). As a result, an independent legal term was formed, which presupposed the activities of several (at least two) individuals whose purpose is to "spoil", "damage" normal course of the judicial process or the process of management of business. This concept was introduced into widespread use only in the late 80-ies of the XX century. Instead, the terms "bribery", "abuse of office", "loosening", etc. were used before [14, p.452] . Corruption, as a social and legal phenomenon, is usually understood as the venality of officials [30, p. 215] . Having the Latin origin, the term "corruption" can mean: 1) seduction, bribery; 2) damage, decay; 3) perversion, vicissitudes (of opinions); 4) frustration, crankiness, poor health [7, p. 115] . In general, the term has the same meaning in the Roman, Germanic and Slavic languages. In Russian, corruption is referred to bribery, corruption of officials, politicians [26, p. 314] .
Despite the fact that this term began to be widely used by the end of the 20th century, for the first time in the legal literature the term "corruption" was A.S. Nikiforov notes that criminal acts of corruption include acts provided for in articles on bribery, but stresses that not all manifestations, types and forms of corruption are criminal, and also does not call excess of power and negligence among the types of corruption behavior. In his view, corruption is "the disintegration of the state apparatus, public and private services, the distortion of the functions assigned to them, and so on -as a result of bribery of their officials" [23, p.135] .
Corruption can be seen in two aspects -social-philosophical (in a broad sense) and socio-legal (narrow). Narrow definition of corruption, in turn, can be criminological and criminal-legal. In criminology, corruption is a system of relations based on "unlawful and other transactions of officials at the expense of state and public interests" [10, p. 33] . The issue of corruption in criminology is considered in the framework of studying organized crime problems, which also represents a system of relations regarding the extraction of illegal profits [24, p.304]. In order to ensure illegal activities, criminal groups need support (or at least inaction, non-interference) from officials who are involved in illegal remuneration. Such corruption is characterized by the constant connection (or merging) of government officials with the criminal world -thereby corruption in criminology differs from simple bribery, that is, from corruption in the criminal sense. According to this criminological definition of corruption, these malicious relationships can be based not only on unlawful, but also on other (apparently, legal) transactions of officials. Nevertheless, such transactions also damage state and public interests.
According to many authors, the understanding of the bribery of a person as an official, who has the ability to use his power, official powers should be in the center of the whole concept of corruption. This is the trade of an official by his authority, the ability to exercise those functions that are assigned to him by office, in terms of his official position [28, p. 24] .
As mentioned earlier, bribery is the core of corruption. Social reality shows that bribery is the most dangerous type of abuse, a kind of "hidden core" of crime of officials, its prerequisite: economic crimes, crimes against justice, and constitutional rights and freedoms of citizens are committed for bribes. Bribery acts as a link between the subjects of power, both state and non-state, and persons who professionally engage in illegal activities.
Expansion of the criminal law concept of corruption by including other offenses in it, in particular against the interests of service and crimes committed by a special subject-employee using his position, but not being official, on the one hand, will mean a departure from the established tradition, on the other hand, it can introduce new and valuable in the qualification of crimes of this kind. 
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As can be seen from the differing notions of "corruption" in the legislation of different countries, even those close to each other as the post-Soviet countries, corruption acts in different states will also differ from each other. So, proceeding from our national legislation, corruption acts in Azerbaijan can be considered as: А) acquisition by officials of material and other benefits, advantages or privileges using their status, status of the body represented by them, official powers or opportunities arising from this status and authority; B) involvement of these officials by individuals and legal entities on their side through an illegal offer or promise or the transfer of marked material and other benefits, advantages or privileges to them.
As mentioned above, corruption can be viewed by some authors as a philosophical, social or other category. However, we, like a number of other researchers, support the definition of it as a legal category, i.e. corruption should not be seen as a phenomenon, but as an activity of certain individuals with certain legal consequences. In this regard, we would like to invite the legislator to go deeper into the definition of corruption in Azerbaijan, and to include in it some provisions from the model CIS laws mentioned above, such as the reflection in the wording of "intermediaries", as well as "close relatives of officials, receiving these goods". If protectionism is also attributed to corruption -the promotion of employees on the basis of kinship, community, personal loyalty and friendship, it would be even better. We all remember as the National Leader of Azerbaijan, President Heydar Aliyev, being an active fighter against corruption, bribery and abuse of official positions during the Soviet Union and during the years of our country's independence headed the struggle against these phenomena and there was not one official in the country who could allow themselves to demonstrate those benefits that were earned by them and their loved ones after being appointed to public office. Protectionism was publicly blamed and it was not permissible for members of the same family, close relatives or friends to be in high administrative positions in submission to each other. Unfortunately, protectionism in our country has become a widely observed phenomenon when many representatives of the same families and family clans occupy the highest positions in state and judicial structures, public and business organizations. Perhaps, therefore, in the interests of our statehood and protection of the fundamental rights of current and future generations of Azerbaijani citizens, the legislator should think about expanding the term "corruption" in national legislation [2] . Historical and legal studies prove that corruption existed in society always since the administrative apparatus emerged. Charles Montesquieu wrote: "... it is already known from the experience of centuries that every person with power is inclined to abuse it, and he goes in this direction until he reaches the limit set by him" [20, p.57] . However, the size of corruption at different times and in different countries is not the same, which is determined by a number of circumstances.
Corruption is a common evil in the world. It is no accident that the strategy and practical measures to combat corruption were discussed at the Eighth (Havana, 1990) and the Ninth (Cairo, 1995) United Nations Congresses on the Prevention of Crime and the Treatment of Offenders, numerous seminars and conferences held by the international community. For bribes, it is ensured that favorable contracts are concluded and the necessary expertise is carried out, access to state orders to "foreign" firms is hindered, and so on. A characteristic feature of corruption crime is its highest latency. Expert assessments of specialists on the size of the detected cases of bribery in relation to their actual level range from 0.1 to 2%.The high latency of corruption crimes is explained by factors of an objective and subjective nature. In most cases of committing such crimes, there are no victims in the physical sense of the word, interested in reporting this crime and disclosing it. As a rule, all participants in a corrupt transaction benefit from it, besides all of them (for example, when giving or receiving a bribe) are subject to criminal liability in accordance with the law.
Crimes are committed in secret, often in the interests of physical and confidential types of state activity. Corruption has the highest adaptive ability, is continuously changing and improving. The subjective reasons for the latency are the lack of the necessary political will and determination of the heads of state bodies in the fight against corruption, as well as the low professional level of the employees of the operational and investigative apparatus involved in this activity.
Another characteristic feature of corruption crime is its close relationship with the shadow economy and organized crime. "There is no organized crime without corruption," V.V. Pankratov argues. -In this case, it is simply impossible, it will not last for a short time, the more it will not be able to realize its long-term and lasting (branched and multi-episode) operations -will not receive benefits, list of corruption crimes, but also distinguishes three of them depending on whether the authority of the public service (public service and service in local government bodies) is the main, mandatory or additional direct object of criminal assault or its optional object: 1) the actual corruption crimes that encroach on the authority of the civil service or service in the bodies of local self-government, acting as the basis for the direct object of such encroachments (corruption crimes in the narrow sense of the concept); 2) corruption crimes that encroach on the same social value as an obligatory additional direct object (corruption crimes in the broad sense of the concept); 3) corruption crimes that infringe on the named social value as an optional (not mandatory) object [17, p.40] .
Chapter 33 of the Criminal Code of Azerbaijan Republic is called "Crimes against state power, interests of state service and service in bodies of local governance" [1] . Interpretation of this name leads to the conclusion that, first, the legislator does not use term «corruption crimes» and there is impression of some avoidance of usage of it, as in all the code nowhere «corruption» term has been used, and second, not all types of corruption crimes content are covered by articles of this chapter.
Despite the fact that the legislator did not distinguished all possible variants of corruption crimes in a separate chapter, at the same time, it seems to us, it was enough accurately to penetrate into the essence of crimes, the commission of which in principle can be connected with the exploitation of the service status. Depending on the goals and tasks facing the corrupt official, his actions can be manifested in a fairly wide range of deviant forms of behavior, including criminal punishments.
Their number, in addition to the traditionally related to corruption, can amount to many kinds of different crimes. Consequently, the peculiarity of corruption crimes is, first of all, the variety of types of official or servise abuses that completely or partially, temporarily or permanently hamper the realization of the legitimate rights and interests of individuals or legal entities.
